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A Declaration & plai- 
ner of certaine poi 
os Confirmation s 
other, contained in a trea- 
a riſe — 
tion of Chreft es — viſble 
al Minifterull 
Charch. 


Written ina letter by the Author 
of the ſaid Treatiſe out of the low 
Countreys to a friend of his 


in England. 


The Letter is as followeth. 


dare and 75 friend, as 
our ſelſe, ſo ndry other 
— 71k rel Certs- 

fied, that divers pointes & 

n of my Va ers int, 
vine begi and inſtitution of 
Chriſtes — vi by and Miniftcriall 
Church are dewbt fully taken,that is, ſos 

5 them art not Well e 


4. by Coins ei 455 2 


but be exceeding "RI be 5005 fee 
atis came vnto my bearing. re why 
me feerth- wu 8 
ſafe e how / might 2 doc, TIS ts —.— 
the offence en, and ta * the tryth 
contained in that Treatiſe Fr 52 pi ciu- 
dice and me, in For it bein 
the duty of all md — 
Chriftians, when any p ©472{uh,;to la- 
no perſons Whoſveyer der ſhould bee 
let alone in Wh veglected, if there 
' way be remedy; bow much rather onght I 
pay gag te reach owt my hend 1s the 
ly and . ſervantes of Cbriſt, 
Fen ſomething (as abe thinke) by 
— in the way, that they may bee 
—— — beld vp from falling which of- 
ten bappencth to many vpon tos light occa. 
font. «Although therefore ut bee luitle ma» 
teriall What rue or pe, what bold, 
er doe not holde: yet becauſe even on ſo 
light an occaſion A now i 1aky, ſometimes 
is way cone |, June accidents Which 1 
Would bee ſ+ ory for, 407 ·˖ owld come by 
m7 for this 6 2 10 fit ts 
| my 1 ces vpon thi, 1. 
nes ag arne, for the clearing and and plaimer o- #- 


pening and alſo for the 8 
Ae Ln alete 
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ibi . 
fore 4s or ga = 

vnte ply Fg s 6 this 
earth is ,andeught 0 vnto al men the 
moſt precious . What point; therefore of 
exception ha ve come to wy notice, aud are 
i any ſort material, I have remembred 
beere in this letter vnto you, and to each of 
them ſeverally have 22 an peer 
ſo plame and ſo direct, and Where need it, 
ſo frame , 41 { can make. Wherein my de- 
re (and [ [ ſball not faule] to ſatis 
fe every indifferent and minded 
Qrifties, eſþecrally who knowerh the core 
ruprions that are among vi, & who loyerb 
the We of the truth '& not cotenions 


InsT therefore, whereas ſome have 
an imagination that I am one of the 
Separation, & am ſeparated from all com- 
munon with the publikeCongregations 
of England. To them my anſw ere la, that 
touching this point they erre in their i- 
magination. Although I know the Se- 
— farre off from being 
evil as commonly they are held co be, 


Az yer 


een ——— 
TN; then 1 wiſh they wert. 
— — the point of Separati- 
part I never was, nor am ſe- 
———_—_— r union with 


the ons of England. I acknow- 
= greek in gland are true 


e Churches and Miners (though 
yet) ſuch as I refuſe not to 
communicate with. And ſo much ſor an- 
ſwer to this point ſhall ſuſpce. 
Secondly, in the Treatiſe 2 doubt is 
made by ſome, what the meaning and in- 
tent is * the maine Propoſition it ſelfe. 
The wordes whereof are theſe, to wit, 
cc Chrii? is the an'y anther, mftttuter, and fr 
„ er of by e and ManHcriall Chaveb nd 
Natwe and Perme thereof. My anſwer 
1 ſtandeth on 4. pointes, Fuſt, 
that the Propaſition it in the gene- 
e it words ly) u true both 
the ſible Chur, vader the 
Lawe, and Ao, the Chriſtian Chuich 
vnder the Goſpell. Secondly, Y, yet never- 
theles the proper meaning and intent of 
this (812 222 to _ 
fieno more but Chriſtes Church 
vnder the Goſpell, and I thar . — 
and ie I meane that Chriſt is, & 
| to be belceved to be the only inſti- 
tutor of his true Viſible Churches Na- 
ture and Forme vnder the Goſpell, he- 
ther it be of this or of that, or w ver 
par- 


rr ß ta. Ot. 1 
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per mit it, and the 33 "= nts (annex - 
ed for prooes)gdo ſerve t r 
lie. Thirdly, in 1 — nk the third 3. 
and nienth 22 I —— that 
Chriſt is the only inſtitutor of his my 
Viſible Churches nature and forme v 

der the Goſyell definitely and — 
nately, that is in that very particular 
ſorme which the noteth 

and 1s  downe further inthe ſecond ſecond 
Explanation t is, that 

ſuch 4 Chanch « andy — . — Sx ou 
— — — 


—.— 
— ſaid 3. ind, Arg: 
— — 


in the reſt of the 31. Arguments, even 


this very particular forme (beere laſt 
mentioned) of Chriſt viſible. Church. 
AndI a&rme that by 
all doe ſuliciently 
But it is only by conſequence, as | 425 
it is not contained i 

or literallyin thoſe Arguments them 
ves. Fourthly, er othor con 
— ſollowe 2 the — 4 


* 
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* 


—— 
21 deny not Far dae 

tion dorh include and import the 

©, Provided alway ci that theſe Con- 
ſequenrs benecefſarie; and ſuch as do fol- 
tow from theformerpoimees inevitably, 
fv I 8 and _ 
in thi , rt 'Reader 11 
cerne 1 what that id Tick 
this Treatiſe doth mainly and princ1pal- 
he defend, and what is only 4 dependant 
on it, and a cdõſequent therefrom. Which 
in equſtie is Hor of any pec(bn either vo- 

y to be ſtrayntd, thor curiouſly to be 
d But rat het we ought 
to thinke of the mane witter, and re- 
member who'ſaith, * ant earch foal 


* 
* 


* — — of ChriPes A, 
"a Alſo,. v be Scroptore —— 
& 1 bot in thode places alleadged 
in che T pleerfully, wher this Kg - 
Ab right of Curiſt 15 taught vs. 
7 rob ery re is taken at that 
it] caſter, where! ſet downe, thar © 4 
ad M Chureb uu 


Ecc go- 
Iuſwere : In this place my 
* pur- 
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and 5 whiche L geratl, and 
call like iſe Au . and may alſo in N 


1 
L 


ſtring the Whole governement. Howbe- 
it touching this point alſo, I ſay, there is 
no Viſible, Miniſteriall,, or Polsticall 
Church, if it bee of Chriſt; but it bach 


power and right from him to adminiſter 


even the hole Eccleſiaſticall governe- 


ment, as well as any part. What, Church 


ſoever hath right to one part of the Ec- 
governement, the ſame cer- 


ckfaſtacall 

tanly bath power & right tothe whole. 
Nevertheles I doubt not, a true Church 
may be abridged in the actuall execution 
of the pp — alſo of ſome other 


of ordinances; but not in the right 
and power to execute the wholy. Which 
{ll ſuhceth to the being of a true Viſt- 
ble Church, and is convertible with it. as 
the Scholes doe So this ſurely. was 
the very intent & meaning of this word 


in this place, e whole Ec icall go- 


vernement: Which, I hope, no man can 

iuſtly finde fault with, ; 40 
Apaine, exception is taken againſt, this 

tal oy, "Cyrus Mora Chrc- 


4. 
„. 


2 


Church is but one ordinarze Con G 

The 4fer- ton only, or conſiſteth of people — 

king oe moe ordinarie Congregations 
t one only: and therefore that Chriſts 
true Mimſterial or Vifible Church is not 
Dioceſan or Provinciall Church. 
W meaning is not, that all Chri- 
Res true Viſible Churches evermore cõ- 
raine (each of them) no moe people then 
do make only one Con ion. Bur 1 
meane, that none conſiſteth of many or- 
dinarie and conſtantly ſer C6 1003: 
every one hath but one ſuch Congrega- 
tiò only, although occafionally a Church 
a have in it many vncerrain & chige. 
Meetings. 

And ſo the point aſſuredly is moſt evi- 
— — 2 „ New Teſta- 
ment. proofe whereof is eaſie, ſnort, 
— — Namely thus : i 
cue, and the nb, enburerion and prafiife 

—— of H 

&afertion. . Therefore # followerh neceſſs- 


Conpreg atron 

iy that all ce, rrus A,! 

wewe fell and for ther ave 6, and mit bee 

ſo: that is, each of them confiſterh, and 

ought to conſiſt of people belonging to 

no moe ordinarie Congregations, but to 
's \ one 
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17. 


. 


one onely. 


it is ſo cleare & inevitable, that nothing 
can be more. Namelie, if Chriſt and his 
Apoſtles in their inſtitution and iſe 

no Dioceſan or Provinciall Church, 
bur ſuch as were each of them one ordi- 
narie Congregation onely, then now ſtill 
and for ever all Chriſtes true Miniſteriall 
Churches are each of them but one ordi- 
narie Congregation only. This doubtles 
can not be denied. For it is vnlawfull to 
holde any forme of aChurch now which 
was not then, or hath no patterne for it 
vnder the Apoſtles. The whole ſeope of 
the maine Treatiſe, & the 31 ments 
therein contained doe proove fo much: 
which alſo I haveſhewed before in this 
Dedlaratin,viz.in my anſwere to the ſe- 


cond doubt, in the ** ſecond, third, and « pag 6.7. | 


fourth point of the anſwer, 
If any reply, that to be but one ordi- 


harie Congregation, br many, is no Sub- Obiect. 


ſtantiall or Eſſentiall difference in a Viſi- 
ble Church. And then this is a changea- 
ble condition therein, and may bee alte- 
red by the diſcretion of men, according 
to the diverfities of times and places;and 
ſo a Viſible and Miniſterial Church may 

et bee all one in nature and ſubſtance 


that which was of olde but 
1 ion, bee now a 
Dioceſan or 


inciall Church. Heere 
Ine we. 


| a It. 
Jeniothe firſt part of this obiettion, It as 
- Subſt tial differ ce in a Viſible Church 
to be bur one re 
many. Wherefore alſo jt 1s evident that 
the Conſequence of this obie+on is 
naught. And note, that this obiectiõ is the 
chieteſt ground of all the errour in our 
queſtion about the being or not being of 
atrue Viſible, Miniſteriall, and Pohticall 
Church. Remember likewiſe, that ſtill 
wevnderſtand aChurch Viſible, Miniſte- 
riall, and Politicall to be all one, as I ob- 
ſerved before in the Anſwere to the 
third on. I ay then, that to bee 
butane ;narie Congregation only, & 
to 


ill differences of Viſihle and Politi- 
call Churches, which in effect is all one. 
But this needeth good proofe for it. 

Whereforel it manifeſt thus. That 
7 Body politike w xch_admitteth not the 
>» peoples free conſent in theit ordinarie 
>» governement, differcth by a ſubſtantiall 
„ andeſſentiall difference from a Body po- 
35 _ which admitteth the ſame free» 


WR: n 
A 1 be 5 * 
„ vinciall, er larger, is a Body politike, t 
,, admitreth net the 2 A conſent 
in their ordinarie n 
hic 


ae 4c a mw, of 


=2,55558 5 


— Wwar_gy NW yy 


”” 


3 

vhich is but one es ion, 2» 
is a Body politike that admitteth thus 1» 
freedome, and can admit it well. : 

Therefore aDioceſan and Proyinciall *” 
Church, larger,diftereth by a Subitan- 
tiall Eſſentiall difference from 2 
Church which is but one ordinarie Con- 
tregat ion. 

The ſirſt Propofition is acknowledged 
of all men of vnderftanding, zencralhe to 
de true. et the truth thereof i uoſt e- 
vident in the ſpixituall (chat is the Eccle - 

icall) governement, to which intent 
t 13 heere chiefly applied. It is alſo plain- 
be ihewedin the lecond Explonotien, 
+4-5- of the Treatiſe, And againe, 1 th. 
ething further declare it in my An- 
ſwer folowingtathy 5. Exception. 
The ſecond Propoſition or Au is ac+ 
knowledged alſo even of our adverſaries: 
d it cannot bee denied of anie, For 
jocclan and Provinciall Churches have 
never admitted, nor doe admit the peo- 
ples free conſent in their ordinarie go- 
vernement, neither indeed can they ad- 
mit it orderly, It would be in them to 
trouble ſome, confuſed, and impoſſi ble. 
Lea, where each ordinary Congregati- 
on giveth their free conſent in their own 
there certainly each Con- 
1 A 2 — * 1 
Body politike, and ed with power 
. 


Te very 


14. 
Church is, and ought to be. 
Aud then there can not be any proper 
Dioceſan or Provintiall Chu where 


ſuch ions be: though perhaps 
— — at — ſuch 
names vſed (even of Dioceſan and Pro- 
vinciall Churches) for other reſpects. 
Wherefore this very one thing, namelie 
this freedome of theChriftian people or- 
derly —_— practiſed in a church, 
makerth that the ſaid Church of neceſſi- 
tie muſt conſiſt of perſons belonging not 
to many ordinarie Congregations, and 
thoſe meeting in farre remote places (as 
2 — is — — and Provincial 

es) bur of perſons belongin 
— ordinarie Con on. 
that ſuch were in the New 


the conclufion is moſt certaine, that a 
Dioceſan and Provinciall Church diffe- 
reth by a Subſtantiall and Eſſentiall dif- 


ference, from a Viſible Church which is 


but one ordinarie Congregation only. 
Another proofe heereof is this: That 


„ Church which out of the very Nature & 
„ Forme of the conſtitution thereof, ma- 
„ keth Pluralitie-Men and Nonrefidentes 
„ lawfull & Miniſters of the 
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9. 
where no Miniſter can be ſo, 1 
The Dioceſan Church, and Provincial, „ 
and larger, are Churches of that Nature. „ 
The chief and principall Paſtors in theſe, „ 
have charge of ſoules of many ordinarie ,, 
tions: alſo in ſuch wiſe as that , 
they neither — nor can r theit or- „ 
dinarie rr. preſence to their 4 
ple. And theſe ſurely are Plu 1 4 * 
and Nonreſidents, in the time of the Go- „ 
ſpell. Contrariewiſe, chat Church which ,, 
is onely one ordinarie Congregation, can „ 
not have any ſuch Miniſters. 


3, 


which is but one only ordinaricCongre- „ 


— this is another reaſon for it. 


Where Paſtors and Biſhops, 
and their Churches do injoye ( as the A- 


es did among them ſelves | con Cypr devs 
— loc nd 
e ame honor and power, and where „ 

likewiſe none doth exerciſe authoritic bs 
dominion over the 


16. 


3 nor dominion over the Lordes en 
„ tance: but in Provinciall and Di 
» Chung it is otherwiſe, As expe lence 


„ Therefore in Churches which are cach 
„ but one b Congregation, there is 
„ a Subſtantiall . tom Provincial 


4 oat Ty urch 
ly thus: In e ce 
» Where everie Paſtor doth d that 
„is, Teach and e W both 
„ the Keyes, And deliye the 


„ A. aw wm+” .o- 
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, 17. 
Hom Dioceſan Churches and Proviuci- ., 
all and er. 

25 us: That Vifible and Politicall « 
Chursh which hath her foundation in << 
hriſtes Teſtament, and alſo hath ſett 
boundes and limites there, differeth fun- «« 
damentally, and ſubſtantially, and Eſſen- «« 
tially from that Church, which neither 
hath ſer boundes and limites in Chriſtes « 

Teſtament, nor any foundation there. 

A Church which 1s onely but one or- « 
dinarie Con jon, hath her Founda- 40 
tion inChriſtes Teſtament; and alſo hath 4 
ſer bounds and limites there *a Dioceſan « 
ot Provinc)all Church, hath neither. 

Therefore a: Vifible and Politicall“ 
Church which is only but one ordinarie « 
Congregation, differeth tundamenrally «<< 
and ſubltantially and eſſentially from a 
Dioceſan or Provinciall Church. 

The firſt Propoſition or Marr is certain, 
becauſe touching ee the Church, * no other «« Math 16. 
fun er eee, 18. 
l in def Chriff, Allo cvery Body poli- " LOI 
tike ( namely the Spirirdall ) having 
bounds & limites ſet by God, muſt needs 
diſſer ſubſtantially from that which hatch 
no ſet boundes at all, but is left at large to 
the will of men: Whereby it may ſoone 
become ( as vſually it doth) to grèat and 
ynwicldy. Such a falſe foundation of 
Chriſtes Church D. Downame layeth, and 
ſuch falſe bouudes thereof: viz. the 1 
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b. Down. of © the ci, tate. I have ptoyed it at l 
— in the Treatiſe to be ſo. Lite 


The Aer is hkew iſe very true: viz, A 
Viſible and Political Church whick is on- 
ly but one ordinatie Congregation hath 
ker foundation in Chriſtes T ent. It 
hath both preceptes and patternes for it 
there,as is he ed in the Tea Arg, 3. & 
9. and in x- fer reform. pdg . to, 20,21, Yea 


moſt directly in the prootes of our Antece- 


dent heere preſently tollowin 20, &c. 
n Church Ha 2 — 


and limites in Chriſtes Teſtament, ſeeing 


there it is (namely) £cclefi, that is not 


many ordinarie ſet Aſſemhlies but onely 
one. D. Dewname faith, “ A Church wader the 


« Apeſtler was 4 great City and all the Country 44. 


ronmng,as it hath ben ſince. But this is a no- 
torious fable. Never any in thoſe times 
vnderſtood the word ig to fignitie 
many ordinary aſſemblfes, yea in places 
far diſtãt aſunder as a Pioces is:though it 
now ſo ſignifieth,& did ſigniſie t 300. 
yeares after Chriſt, whe they began ſom- 
time to meane thereby a Province, or a 
Dioceſſe. But we muſt reſt our faith vpon 
the fincere ſpeaking and doing of the A- 


poſtles, not vpon the equivocat ing words 


and declining actions ot men, eſpecially ſo 
late. Neither meane we by bende and 4 
nes of the Viſihle Church any circuit of 
ground at all: and ſo neither the ſet com- 


paſſe of a Pariſh,a5 it is mow rec with 
; ys: 


ro. 

vs: but we vnderſtand only that all the 
perſons thereof to one ordinary 
--Congregation, and not to many in thoſe 
times. This limit, we ſay, is ſet and de- 
termined in the word ci. where it no- 
teth a political Viſihle Church in the New 
Teſtament. Which allo in a good ſenſe 
may be called P, we graunt. 

And theſe things verily are Subſtanti- 
all and Eſſentiall pointes in the Churches 
which are each bur one ordinaryCongre- 
gt on, — them eſſentiall 

rom Dioceſan Churches and Provincial, 
and larger: or at leaſt they are inſeparably 
wyned to the eſſence of them ( as before l 
ſad) which is all one in effect, and cometh 
to the ſame iſſue in our queſt ion as if they 
were of the very eſſence of them. So thut 
the generall proofe alleadged before in the 
beginning of this Anſwer, viz. /» Chrites 
and the Apeff les raft itution and prattiſe all Viſible 
Churches were aach of theme but one erdenarie Cen- 
gr. 

Therefore all Chriſter true Churches vom 
for cher are ſ6, and ought te be ſo, 

This reaſon, I ſay,is firme and good, and 
cannot be ſhaken;the Conſequence is vn- 
deniable. Seeing without queſtion all 
Churches both then and now had & have 
but one only eſſence and forme, and con- 
ſtitution. Thoughthey are many in nom- 
ber, yet all are but one in nature, and g 
ſence, and forme, Which both is mamtecſt 

B 2 iu 


20, 

in reaſon, and may be proved alſoby that 
generall axiome in Epb.4.4.5. There © one 
Body (that is, one Vitible and Political 
Church;ſceing the generalitic of the word 
may extend heerevnto) ene Sa, one Lov 
ene Faith, one Baptiſme, T his Bedy, Farth, 2 
Baptiſme are each of them fimply one in 
nature; many im nomber. 

Yet nevertheles this our maine reaſon, 


» & Conſequence, is true but vpon Suppo- 


Proofe- r. 


97 
52 


53 
55 
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fition only, that is, if the tirtt part therof be 
true vix. If in Chriſtes & the Apoſt les in- 
ſtitution and practiſe all Churches then 
were each of them but only one ordinar ie 
Congregation. Now this many do flatlie 
denie; many do greatly doubt of it; and it 
is the chiefeſt point in all our controver- 
fie. Wherefore Iwill heere bring ſome 
moſt cleere & invincible reaſons toprove 
it, namely, that i C Her and the A, 
fututron and pr ai, all Churches then were each 
of them but only one or dum, C . For 
e whereof reaſon, firſt thus. 

Every Viſible Church which had the 
peoples free conſent in their ordinarie 
governement rightly appointed, the ſame 


„ Was only one ordinarie Con tion: it 


was no Provinciall nor Dioceſan Church. 
All Chriſtes true V:6ble Churches m&- 
tioned in the New Teſtamẽt had the peo- 
ples free conſent in their ordinarie go- 

vernement rightly appointed. 
Therefore all Chriſtes true Viſible 
Churches 


11. | 
Churches mentioned in the New Teſta- 
ment were each of them only one ordina- »» 
ne Congregation : none of them was any »» 
Provinciall, nor Dioceſan Church. 

The firſt Propofition is made maniteſt 
alittle « before. The ſecond or Auer is Fag. 
proved at large in the Trage Arg, 3. and 
9.48 allo in the Rees, for reform. pag. 45. 46. 
47.&c. Vnto which point we have a ge- 
nerall conſent of all godly learned men: a 
nomber of whomare remembred by Mai- 
ſter Jherenball, in his . beſides ſuch 
23 Maiſter Carrwreght plenti 


Ee: 
itully alleadgeth 
in his writings to this —_— 4 Brieflie, See the 4 
the Churches abroad at this day do gene- H 
rally ack no ledgeiit, as alſo the Churches Cc. 
in the Primitive times did by their prac- 
tiſe. Where l pray let it be noted, that we 


ſtand ſtrictlie ypon no other fi ee conſent 
of the people but this, that populs . Beza. 
bl ebtradatur: Nothing may be impoſed on 
the people againſt their will, Which Mai- 
ſer Bec reſolveth ought to bee everic 
where. H. $3. And vnder the Apoiiles 
he ſheweth that it was ſo at the leaſt. 4v- 
neter. in Act. 14. 23. & in 1. Tim. 5. 22. 
Secondly I reaſon thus: 
No Church in the Apoſtles times had a- „ t. 
nie Paſtors Pluxaliſtes and Nonrefidents. „ 
All Provinciall and Dioceſan Churches ,, 
have ſome Paſtors Pluraliſtes and Nonre- ,, 
kdenrs. 
Therefore no Proyinciall or Dioceſan „ 
33 Chur 


Dieo v - 
eſſe 
— fla- 
mum &c. 
alv. Iuſtitut. 
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11. 

Churches were in the Apoſtles timet. 
The firſt Propoſition is generally held 
as a Principle of ſound doctrine by al that 
have the feare of God, and any love of the 
truth in their hearts. For otherwiſe Plars- 
lies and 1 Paſtors wilbe Apoſto- 
licall and lawtull, yea verily ordained & 
appointed by the Apoſtles . Howbeit yet 
witly doth every good mi abhorre them, 
and worthily accounteth them deteſtable: 
eſteeming them (as in deed they are) cõ- 
trarie to the rule of the Goſpell, and to 
the ſalvation of mens ſoules. Namely in 
that they ate true and manifeſt cauſes of 
8 in the people, and of their vn- 
chriſtian diſſolutnes of life. The e is 
to be vnderſtood of a Dioceſan or Provin- 
ciall Church properly ſo called, that is, 
where the people of the ordinarieCongre- 
gations have not that free coſent in their 
povernement which before 1 ſpake of, 
which is, at leaſt, that nothing be vrged v- 
pon thẽ b y ſprein«all power againſt ther 
willes. Where the people of the Congre- 
tions have not this free power in them- 
el ves, but arc abſolutly vnder a Dioceſan 
or Provinciall juriſdiction Eccleſiaſticall, 


there is that Dioceſan or Provinciall 


Church which 1 fignific in the er pro- 
poſition, All which Churches have b. 
correſpondent & proportionable to theit 
ſaid juriſdiftion. I ſay, they all have ſuch 
ent and proportionable . 

or 


or els in all true re. ont? may& ſhould 
have. Now al ſuch 1 5 Dioceſan&Pro- / 
vagal Biſhops have a ful Paſtorall charge 

of lou les of a great many (300. or 400. or 
many mo) diſtinct ordinatie Congrega- 
tions. They chem ſelves, and their defen- 1, pb s, 
ders acknowledge this phinly, Alſo none page. Ke. 
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of theſe doth nor can give his ordinarie 
pecſongll ppeſence to . ox 3. of theſe ſaid 
Congregatians by any poſbble meanes. 
Ang wha cls is a Nonreſident and Plura- 
ynder the Goſpell but ſuch a one? A- 
F ſuch Biſhop be 
a Nonreſident to 2,orz. ſeverall Congre- 
gations vnder him,then how much more 
is he a Nonreſident & Pluraliſt in reſpect 
of all to which he is Paſtor ? Wheretore 
it remayneth cleere and certaine that eve- 
rie Dioceſan Biſhop ( and the Provinciall 
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much more) can nor bur be inthe time of 

the Goſpell a huge Nonteũdent. Which al- 

ſo maketh the Mavr both heere & before, 

pag. 15. tobe true: wherevpon theconclu- 

lion followeth, viz. Ne Prema or Duc 

an Church was m the bs 1 " 
A third Te ade. 

Where no Churches ate ſuperior to o- 3. 
ther in power: alſo where no Paſtors do ,, 
exerciſe authoritie over other, nor domi- „ 
nion over the Lords inherirance, there „ 
argno Provinciall nor Dioceſan Chur- „ 


es. 
In all the New Teſtament there are no ,, 
1 34 ſuch 


: 24. | 
fuch Churches, nor ſuch Paſtors. a 
„ Therefore in all the New Teſtament 
„ there are. no Provinciall nor Dioceſan 
„ Churches: bur conſequently, all are Or- 
dinarie Congregations only, 

The Mawr propoſition is knowen by 
experience, and 1s without all queſtion, 
The Mover is as cleere in the text as an 
thing can be. For no where can any ſu 
Superioritie & Dominion in ſpiritual af- 
fayres bee found throughout the whole 
New Teſtament. Beſides, the ſame is fond 
expreſly forbidden in Luc, 21. 26, and 1/ 
Pet,$.3. There was not any firme Dioce- 
ſan authorit ie till the Ce of Nice, then 

„Ni Cencll. it began firſt to be appointed by“ Law. 

can. 6. Before I grant there was an „ cufleme of 
reſpecting the Metropoliti Biſhops mind 
m the Churches affayres of meaner * 
ces, ſpecially in Zope but it was by a free 
aud voluntary ion and ;nelining 
hcerevnto, it was arbitrarie, it was with- 
ogr power, it imported no neceſh tie of 
lene till this time of the N Coũ- 
cill. So that then I grant a kinde of Dioce- 
ſan Church began bout 330. yeares after 
Chriſt. Howbeit yet this was farre from 
making a Dioceſan or Provinciall proper 
and perfite Church whereof heere wee 
7 Which indeed ſo long as the Chri- 
ſtian people in the Cogregations retained 
thejr freedom to conſent in their ordina- 
rie governement, had no place in = 

wor 
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world. Now, reſtraint heereof tooke not 
till after the 4. Council of Carthage : 

r then the people** had this their liber- 
tie, abour the yeare 420. yea (as wee may 
iudge) till the great Councill in Trelb, 


which 7 confirmed the forenamedCoun- 9 cn. 


cill of Carthage, about the yeare 682. So 
long therefore and longer wee may well 
thinke, this proper Dioceſan Church was 
not erected, arteaft not generally; but the 
ordinarie — — were the pro- 
per Churches yer ſtill. Of this more els 
where. Nevertheles by this we ee that 
our Mover is certain. 
A fourth proofe is this. 

Where all Paſtors do , that is, cc + 
Teach and Rule, and where all Churches ,, 
do exerciſe both the Keyes, and do who- ., 
ly deliver the Lords appointed portis of ,, 
ſpirituall nouriſhment to his houtbould, .; 
x is no Provinciall nor Diocelan . 
Church, In the whole New Teſtament ;, 
all Paſtors, and all Churches do fo. 

Therfore in the whole New Teſtament «c 
there is no Provinciall nor Dioceſan « 
Church. 

This Auer is likewiſe evident in reaſon 
and experience, as the laſt before was. 
The u is cleere by theſe texts, Act. 20. 
18. and 1. Pet. 5. 2. and . Iim. g. 17. and 1. 
Theſs. 5. 11. Math. 18. 7. and 16. 19. Lue. 
12.41. vnto which all other are confor- 
mable and cotreſpondent. If any ſticke * 
Ma 


* Can. 35. 


. 


5 26. 
Nb. 18. 17. (as perhaps ſome will) I te- 
ferre lum for ſatisfaction therein to the 
Treatiſe ir ſelſe, Arg. 3. 
Fiftly thus I prove it. 
„ If the moſt florithing Church of Coach 
„ in the Apoſtles times was in the whole 
„ but onely one ordinaric Congregation, 
»» then all other Churches at that time, and 
„ fince, are each of them but only one or- 
dinary Congregation. 
„ The moſt floriſhing Church of cet 
„ inthe Apoſtles times was in the whole 
» but only one ordinarie Cogregation. For 
ſo the Apoſtle ſaith of it, 1. Cor. 14. 23. 
Wien the whole Church 11 come tegeatber 1m one, 
or nts ene place, te. The whole then made 
but one regation. The like we may 
note, Chap. 11. 20. 18. chap. 5. 4. 
”” Therfore all other Churches then in the 
Apoitles times and ſince, are each of them 
but only one ordinarie Congregation, 
The i certain, becauſe all true 
Churches of Chriſt both then, and for e- 
ver, had and haue but one forme, nature, 


70g. 19.30. ind conſtitutton, as 1s © before thewed, 


D.Don, and our adverſaries do t graunt . To the 
La. pag. Hover, it is idle to ſay (25 Tome do) that 


43-45» 


thoſe wordes, the whole Church came ragra- 
ther inte owe plare, are to be vnderſtoode di- 
ſtributively of — — . 
Congregations then belonging to the 
Church of c. Nay; pears fa thele 
wordes ate ſpok en touching all, and jp. 
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them, to whom the Epiſtle is directed, & 

alſo in that very maner, But the Epittle 

is directed rs the Church of Corinth in gene- 

tall collectively, 1. Cor, 1. 2. Therefore 

thoſe wordes ate ſpoken to the whole Cs- 

rnthian Church in generall collectively ; 

& collectively rhe whole in generall did 
ccc 1ageather ne one place at that time. Be- 

fides, our adverſaries ſay that the divißi- 

on of Pariſhes and Dioceſes came in a- « ptatine in 
bout the yeare of Chriſt 260. So that then p. Dioayl, 
in the Apoſtles dayes neither the cm 

a Church, nor any other, was a Dioce- 

ſan Church. Some further obiect 2. Cor. 

1. b. To the Church at Cormth with all the Saints 

which are in alAchaia, AS if here al the Saints 

which were in all A made then but 

one Viſible Church with that / it Corqrek : 

and ſo the Corinthian Church then was 

a Dioceſan or Provinciall Church. But 

there is no ſhew of reaſon in the world 

for th's. As well may they conclude from 

1. C . 2. Ts the Charch at Cormth Samts by 

calber, with all that call Gypim the name of wer 

Lerd leſus C briſ mm cGery place, buth their Lord 

and ours, As well, lſay, they may fro hence 
conclude, that af who called b the name of 

Cb tn place then made but one Vi- 

fible Church with that at Cb, and fo 

the Cebu Church then was a Vniver- 

fall Viſible Church. Which how abſurd it 

is, all menſee, Yer this is altogeather ay 
good, & as likely a collectiõ, as the * 

y 


My txt reaſon is this. 
C. If the les, where they ſpeake of 


„ Chriſtians ſer in outward order through 

„ a Province, do never metion any one gę- 

„ nerall Church of that Province, or of a 

„ Dioceſe, but al wayes many ſeveralChur- 

„ ches, ſuch as were each of them one ordi- 

„ narie Congregation only, then in the A- 

_ times there was no Provinciall or 

»» Dioceſan Church, bur only ſuch as were 

„ each of them one ordinary Congregation 

„ only. This ſentence can nor be denied or 
doubted of : Seeing it is both preſumptu- 

ous & abſurd to hold that there was tuch 

a forme of a Church then as cannot bee 

gathered out of any of their writings. 

Againe,it is no leſſe abſurd, yea impious 

to hold any ſuch forme of a Church now 

as was not then, or hath no patterne for 

it ynder the Apoſtles. But indeed al that 
former clauſe is moſt true: Where the 

* Apoſtles ſpeake of Chriſtians ſet in out- 

” ward Order through a Province, greater 

or leſſet, they never mention any one ge- 

V nerall Church of the Province, but al- 

* wayes many ſeverall Churches. As is to 
cer be ſeene by their naming plurally © he 
al . a K t Churches of Golatia never one fingular 
Nee. & Church of Galeria, Likewiſe plurally 74 
* ee Churches of tudes: & . of Macedanua: & tof Aſia, 
Pc. Cor, 16. &c. Never finde we one Church genetal in 
ry. any of theſeprovinces: neither ca the like 
be ſoũd any where in all the 1 
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» 19. 
Moreover the ſeveral Churches thu tplu- 
rally named, are ſuch as were of © 
them ſingularly one ordinary Congrega- ©* 
tio only. The t word it ſelfe importerh it. 7 H. 
Therefore then in the Apoltles times 
there was no Provinciall or Dioceſan 
| pm but onely ſuch as were each of 
em one ordinarie Congregation only. _. 
And ſo D. D. dſſolute groud of a 
Church, viz.that it may follow the order 
of the e id heereby allo quite over- 
throwne. 
_ Againſt the Awe» they obicR, that there ꝑ porn. b. 
was a generall Ch>:ch of Cree, whereof 4.pag 47. 
Tum W. Biibop. I anſwer, the New Te- 
ſtament no where nameth one generall 
Church of Cres, nor Tu Biſhop of Crere. 


Therefore heere is nothing againſt Vs. 
c 
namet 


Lſelus (peaking of theſe times, h * Buſeb. 3.4, 
the Churcher of Crete plurally. Neither could 994** 
Tas be any proper Biſhop of Crete, for he 

was in the ſame Funct on and Otice of 
Miniſterie before he came to Crete, as he 

was when (for atime)he taried there. Bur 

betore, being at Zeruſalem, at Cormnth, in Galt. 

! Macedonia, he was the no proper Buaop: C.. 
he was an Evangeliſt. Therefore hee was —— — 
ſo in Crete alſo. Againe he was as Twnethee e 
vu. But the Apalile Lach, he was . *2.Time4 ge 
bangel## ; neither is there any reaſon that 

the Apoſtle here ſpake improperly.Ther- 

ore Tre and Tire, both were Evange- 

liſtes: and by conſequence not proper Bi- 

Mops. 


- 


30. 

ſhops, The workes of Biſhos they did, & 
more too; as alſo the Apoſtles did. Who 

et were no pro „ pres could 
be: ſeeing the H. Ghoſt had made them 
&« divers. Alſo the Biſhoplike power 
which theſe all had, was in them materi- 
ally, not formally, as I may fo ſpeake. 
And it is {till toremaine with their Suc. 
ceſſort, not in the forme of their proper 
functions, viz. as they were Apoſtles or 
Evangeliſtes, but in an other forme, Viz. 
in the ordinary Biſhops and Paſtors, who 
all indeed do equally ſuccted them. And 
thus any thing that is obiected of worth 
concerning Tue or Crete, is cleerely re- 
fared, Further it is © obiected, that * the 
Church of Cenchr ee wa! a Pariſh ſubordumat te the 
Church of Cor mh, But this is eaſily proved 
to be falſe. Pau calleth it « Church proper- 
he:he ſpeaketh heere queſtionles proper · 
lie and nor by the figure Synerdeche, as ſig- 
nifying a part of a church; & not a whole 
Church, There is no catiſe of Paules fi- 
— — ſpeaking in this place: Therfore 

e did not ſo ſpeake. But certainly he cal- 
leth this Church of Cexchree by this name 


= properly, as he nameth 'the Church of 
Cormth, 


or Epbeſws, or Antioch, And thertore 
certainly it was then as proper aChurch, 
as intire, as totall, and independent, as a- 


AA. at. 16. hy of them. Laftly thoſe © waxy 10. thow- 
Tb. owa. "ſand: at leruſalemtare obiected, as making 
br. that Church then not one ordinary Con- 


a 


grega- 


1. 
ion only, but Pads at leaft. 1 
anſwer, theſe were not all of the Church 
of PR Heere in this text there is no 
ſuch thing ſpoken, nor meant. But the 
ſolemne feaſt of Pence now being at . AA. . 16. 
reſalem, the greateſt part of theſe mi? were 
come vp thither out of fortaigne places 
and firre countries, as the Law required. 
For theſe were al lews, e of the law, + AA. 5. 26, 
as the text heere ſhewerh. And this © mie © vor as, 
tude (it is like) were they that would : 
_ came togeatber to know the truth of Paul 
when they ſhould heare that he. alſo w 4g 
come thither. Theſe therefore were not 
members of fal, Church, though 
they were ſo many in that Citie at rhis 
time: neither doth this ſhew any thing 
of the greatnes or ſmallnes oſ the ordina- 
rie Church at leruſalem in thoſe rimes, 
vnles it prove the ſame then to be,no mo 
then one Congregation, ſeeing heere it is 
ſaid of the whole multitude, that they 
would come regearber Laſtly thus I rea- 
ſon further : Every company of people 
ioy ned tugeather in a politic and ſigniſi- 
ed by the Greets word Zcrlefis in the Apo- 
ſtles dayes, is but one ordinarie Congre- 5 
gat ion only. 
All Chriſtes true Viſole Churches in 
the New Teſtam. are each of them a com- ” 
anie of people N togeather in a po- , 
litie and ſigniſied by the Greety worde E. 
cleſis inthe Apoitles day es. 
There- 


„ churches in the New Teſtament are 


* 
Therefore all Chriſtes true Vi 


-»» of them but one ordinarie Congregation 


4 D. Down, 
b. pag 49» 
94-55-65 
Fi- 


# Eccleſia, 


only. 
8 part of this reaſon is moſt mani- 
feltly true and certain. 

D. Downames whole refiſtance in his He- 
fence ſtandeth 125 2 8 wo 
except. inſt the Auer. Saith he 7 
— — by the Helle, mrention wa. 
the ſame before Pareſher Cin a Dioceſe) were 4 
Freed, 41 it was afrerward. Which all, who 
vnderſtand the propertie of the *Greeke 
word, do know to bee falſe, For all au- 
thentike Greeke authors do ſhew that 
Fecleſia with them ſignified that which in 


Zuing), Artic. Latin is Cem. gli that Is one particu- 
an 


s.Explana,, lar om of people, 
are 


| in reſpect as 
they mbled together in one place: 
but never in thoſe times did it fignifie a 
multitude diſperſedly coming togeather 
in many diſtin ordinaric Meetings, and 
it farre remote places,as Provinciall and 
Dioceſan Churches do. Now the Apoſtles 
ſpake as all authentike Grecians ſpake, & 
namely as they commonly vſed ro ſpeak 
in thoſe times. So that, vnles the Apo- 
ſtles words in their knowt proper ſenſe 

and their intent ion be contrarie ( which 
to imagine is to abſurd) there is no truth 
in 8 „His 22 „ rſe 
belide, raught with diſda.ntull & 
diſgracefull reproches , ſuch as 23 
rather 
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RS AA 
rather a r_ then a Chriſtian tea- 
cher of ſever, deſerveth holy to 


be neglected, & over with filence, 
But uſe hee h to him ſelfe ro 
be ſomebody, it will not be amiſſe if his 
windy and wordy writing bee anſwered 
in a ſeverall proper place. Which buſies 
commit to the providence of God as 
for the pouri of the cõtroverſie heerGin 
hande, that which I defend in this place 

is eaſie to be further proved and declared 
by other reaſons alſo : but for this time I 
will reſt cõtent with theſe Seaven before 


delivered, befide that Which heereto- « Reas.for 16+ ® 


ſore I have alleadged to this purpoſe. form. pag 19+ 
The ſubſtance of all this whole matter 
is knit vp in this one argument follow- 


ing. 

55 Viſible Church Dis in the 
New Tet ament 1 Pre vu or Dioceſan, 

Every tre Viſible Church of Chrift «1 of Die 
li tien in the New Teftament. 

Therefore no true Viſle Church of Chrift 6 
Prev all or Droceſav. 

The Mawr is proved pag.20.t . &c. The 
Mmer is proved pag. 10. 11. 1. &c. Where 
fore the Concluſun remayneth ſure, 

Further, ſome thinke that I ſer downe 80 
2 Contraxietie where Iſay, e Sf and 1 Trahat, 
Compuend (Or mes of governement Mer the page. j. 
ene from the other by 4 Syecoficall ty E A 
feremee: and ©* the one ceafſeth neceſſarily c 


the other comerh jw place, And yet (as they i- . 
| C 


magine) 


14. 
magine) contrarie to this I ſay, T che Chavek 
5 — Borges e 
indeed theſe ſentences do ſtand togeather 
& agree right well. For the divers kindes 
of governement (as the Dioceſan, and Pa- 
rochiall, that is, of onely one ordinarie 
Congregation; alfo the Monarchie, Ari- 
ſtocratie, and Demorratie) may bee mixt 
„in their tare remiſſe and a- 
bared,but not an inrenſs fred in their per- 
fect ſtate: they may cõioyne in their Ac- 
cidents, but not Eſſentially, or in their 
diſtin& pure Eſſences. As the Direction of 
a Paſtor, with the aſt ſtance of the Elders 
and the peoples free conſent in a Church 
may concurre and ſtand rogeather : thus 
may the governement be mixed. But the 
peoples free conſent canfior admit either 
a Dioceſan nor yet Parochiall pure Mo- 
narchie, or abſolute Ariſtocratie, thus 
they cannot be mixcd . The one of theſe 
neceſſarily doth ceaſe when the other co- 
meth in place: and theſe are thoſe formes 
of governement of which I ſay heere, 
er truly the one from the eber 2 4 ſpecificall 
& eſſential dfferice. If any ſticke in the Epi- 
tle, where the Viſible Churches Forme 
is ſaid tobe ** the perver of 4 Single and bete 
— — politir. Let him colider that 
the ce there noted expreſly ſen- 
deth him to the ſecond Expleanarmn in the 
beginning of the Treatiſe, where ( Pages.) 
x us declared that it ought to be wich rhe 


8 


| 57. 
grople: free c. Now in this the Forme 
2s compleat and cleere. How beit yet wee 
ſpeake not heere ſo exactly and cutiouſſy 
of the Viſible Churches Forme, but that 
our meaning is only that it doth c venre 
Su. cd. wy py nnd tis conver- 
tible with it, and inſeparable from it, and 
nothing els. And that this is n deed 
ſo proper to the ſaid Church, it is pro- 
vodin this ſame Treatiſe, Argu. 3. and o. 
as before is noted. And in the Kc for 
reformation, ** pag.45,45,47, &c , Now « Compared 
hence alfo it cometh, that where the Peo- with vag. 26; 
les freeconſent is orderly and conſtant- 
ie had, there the Church can not bee but 
only one ordinarie Congregation, and  ,;. 
the governement is Single, or over one inthe Trent 
Congregation only. Where the abſolute abeve pag. :5 
governement is Dioceſan or larger, there ** 
that Church can not pothbly be one ordi- 
narie 9 only, nor can vie or- 
dinarilie the Peoples free conſent : but it 
muſt of neceſlitie be either by one perſon 
alone, or by a few choiſe perſons abſolut 
ynder Chriſt over a whole Dioceſe, or 
further. S0 that it is plaine enough di- 
vers wayes, that theſę govegnements are 
indeed( as I ſaid)eſgtially diſtinguiſhed: 
| = re-re —— * do well 
togeather, and agree eaſily... 
Moreover the firſt Free of the firſt /: 
4 thought by ſome to be amide: , 
l 1 — | 
In, ür. 
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ame 11 perpetual. But why ſhould any doubt 
Arche ? They ſay, Bec auſe the das hi 
Prieſthood was a Divine inſtitution, allo 
the Calling of the Apoſtles : and yet nei- 
ther is perpetuall. Wherevnto the anſwer 
is eaſie: viz. Neither of thefe cometh near 
the point in queſtion. The wordes of the 
Propoſition are, Whatſceber n not, What- 
ſoever was, or hath ben OD iir oro. 
Wherefore I ſpeake of Divine inftituti- 
ons and ordinices which are now ſuch at 
this preſent time; even in our dayes : not 
of ſuch as were Divine heercrofore only, 
that is only in the time of the lewes e- 
ſtate, or of the — ſuch as the in- 
ſtances are which be obiected. I ſpeake not 
(1 ſay) of any Leviticall or Apoſtolicall 
temporarie ordinances. Which to be 
very meaning in this place, appearet 
partly in the A Propoſition ofthe ſaid 
Argument, which of neceſhtie muſt bee 
taken ſo; and more fully ſtraight after in 
handling the proofe of the ſaid Amr. 
Treat Te Further it is excepted againſt, where l 
% Pag a. ſay, This word Eli ot Kabul in Hebrew 
$ 41 wo where found in any Autor ( ve or other ) to 
„e bench of twiticers, or Senat of MagrFrares. 
Thus cane be ſhewed in any at her place at all. But 
#0 Brow 26,26, Ontrarie to this ſome alleadge that the 
" Septuaprat do tranfiate Kobal in one place. 
ne Strat, Tanſwer, it is not mate- 
riall to our maine purpoſe in this place 
how the Hebrew his once by the S 
| 0 


”, 

agi tranſlated i though I added this 
word, which 1 needed nor. For all the 
matter indeed ſtãdeth in the Greek word 
Ecchſis, which is the S originall text, Now « Murk. f l. 1 
concerning this word, there is no excep- 

tion at all taken againſt that which heere 

I alleadge. No man findeth in any author 

(one or other) this word Eccleſia to ſigniſie 

a Bench of luſticers or Senate of Magi- 

ſtrares: no, not once. As for that Hebrew 

word Kbs/alſo, ſeeing ( for ought that 
appeareth) it is tranſlated Sena no where, 

but only this once: we are to ſuppoſe that 

theſame Authors (viz.the Staat, who 

tranſlate it more then 100. times other- 

wiſe, do thinke the proper ſenſe of this 

word not to be a S. And why it ſhould 

not alſo be proper in the Hebrew tranſla- 

tion of Marb.1$.17. there is no reaſon in 

the world. Againe the Sf them ſel- 

ves are of no good authoririe for tranſla- 

tion. And learned men do iudge that (at- 

ter the five bookes of Meſe) the tranſlati- H r or 
on bearing their name, is not theirs. How ye Chuck. 
ſo ever, they are generally knowen for 

tranſlation Fe be moſt wide, range, an 
vntir. Maiſter Hugh Broughton * ſateth of „gießt Dar, 
them, that all learned men for theſe 1 300. Fan — 
yeares ſpace do know the St tran- 
ſlators have eite millions of favltes, Nei- 
ther do our Exęliſũ tranſlations, nor Tre- 
wellen, nor Vatalle, nor the /mteripmware, nor 
. Aena, nor Munſter, nor any good 

f C 3 ran 


e 


French, not 


b. 
„l Neiber Treg * as Know) follow th 


in this place of the Proberbes.So that name - 
lie here they ſeeme to be held of no ſound 
writer, for Authors of any credit in this 
particular, howſoever they bee eſteemed 
otherwiſe. 

Againe, ſome miſlike that (in the 4{- 


Jamprien of Argument 7.) the Minitteriall 


Church and Church-governement are 
ſaid to be Fundamen/all ports: of religion, and 
4 part off the foundation of Chriſtian ſaub. But if 
men would confider things well, ſure 
heere is no cauſe of miſlike . Alwayes re- 
membring, that I do not take rhe foundeton 
2 heere im that ſenſe as Chriſt him- 
*lfe is held and acknowledged to bee the 
Foundation of our faith, 1. Cor. 3. 11. He 
alone is that abſolute Foundation. Nei- 
ther do take it in that ſenſe as the word 
of God is acknowledged to be the general 
foundatiõ of faith, wich only togeatber 
with Chriſt (the author of it) our faith 
can reſt on. Bur in that ſenſe I rake it as 
the Apoſtle victh it in Hebr. 6. 1. 1. where 
manifeſtly he vſeth this word Foundation 
to ſigniſie cert ine points of religion, and 
ſpeciall Doftrines neceſſary to lalvatior 
ordinarily, and vnchangeablę by men. 
He ſetteth dow ne in this place 6. of the 
of which ſome are Inward, ſome Out 
ward: Some requiring outward action 6 
ractiſe, ſome ſpeculation and beliefe on 
by Among them that require out war 
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bandes 25 one part of this foundatio. Now 
this cannot be heere vnderſtood with a- 
nic good colour, but for c to rhe Mins 
ferie; as is ſhe w ed evidently in the Trea- 
tiſe. And Calling to the Miniſterie, or the 
Making of Miniiters is one maine part of 
Church-governement. And of that na- 
ture as the Churchgovernement is, of the 
ſame is the Viſible, or Miniſteriall, or Po- 
hticall Church it ſelſe. As alſo, of that na- 
ture as a maine part of Church-governe- 

ment is, of the ſame is the whole, Where- 

vpon I reaſon thus: If ps 7, 9— 

{which is one maine part of Church-go- 


the text He. 6. 2. as before I have ſhewed, 
Therfore the later is certain alſo, viz. the 
Miniſteriall Church & Churchgoverne- 
ment are of the foudation of faith, ot fu- 
damentall pointcs of religion my are 
neceſſatie to ſalvation ordinatily, an vn- 
changeable by men. Secondly, 2 N 
is heere called alſo fandimenzall, fo is this 
Lu on of li, or Calling to the Mini- 
iterie. But heerein is meant no more{tou- 
ching Baptiſme) ſave that it is a meanes 
to ſalvation neceſſarie ordinarily, and 


imply vnchangeable by men. Wherefore 


C 4 even 


Alen and praftiſe he nameth Loyng ww of 


Reaſon 


even ſo is Calling to the Miniſterie vn- 
to be, where in the Treatiſe it is 
called Fundamenrall, Thirdly,1 take it, no 
well adviſed Chriſtian will deny Chriſtes 
— Viſible _ _——_— Chu now be 
L . fundamentall. Of which, Cyprian: ſayi 
cy is approved by all men, viz. Dewan —— 
1 Parrem, ge Accigſſam non babet matrem : Hee 
hath nor God for his Father, who hath 
not the Church for his mother. And like- 
wiſe is that comon ſaying; xtr Eccleſiam 
meu eff ſalns: Out of the Church there is no 
ſalvation. Both which ſayings are true of 
Chriſtes Viſible and Miniſteriall Church: 
howbeit not fimply, but ordinarilie. Yea 
they fignifie alſo, chat this ordinarie wa 
— — to ſalv — vix. — Vi6b 
Church) appointed by God 1s vnchan 
ble by — This ſenſe of foundation ＋＋ : 
to Chriſtes true V ible Church, I ſuppoſe 
by all well adv ifed Chriſtians. 

Fourthly, that is a fundamentall point 
which toucheth Chriſt e abſolute ſoũ- 
dation) in ſome of his maine Oſhces im- 
mediat ly, or (at leaſt) by a ſure and plaine 
cõ ſequence. But Chriſtes Viſible Church 
and governemẽt doth immediatly touch 
him in his Kuh Och ce and in his 7 
ricall Office alſo. As is ſhewed at full in 
Arg.z.'\n the Treatiſe; yea in every Argu- 
went there by a moſt certain Coſequence. 
Moſt di in the 46.10.17. 18. 19. 22. 

24-25.26.28.30.31. And in Kea, for reform, 
| pag. 
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51.53.54. Wherefore Chriftes Vifible 
2 Governement are to bee ac - 
know ledged fwndawentall pointes in reli- 
gion. Fiſtly, let vs heere confider how 
ve do iudge of the touching this 
matter, Viz. touching Fundamentall er- 
rors. We all holde (and iuſtly) that cer- 
tain Popiſh errors are Fundamentall, and 
againſt every one of Chriſt es maine Ofſi- 
ces. Among which, their error about the 
Viſible Church and governement there- 
of is againſt Chriſtes Kingdome, Where- 
fore hence it followeth that Chriſtes Vi- 
ſible Church and Gavernement is a fun- 
damentall point in religion : ſeeing their 
error which they holde in that matter is a 
fundamentall error, as wee all acknow- 


ledge. Simtly, the learned writers do 
ſet dow ne three Eſſentiall (at leaſt, 

tuall : and neceſſarie) notes of a Viſible „ Nan 
Church, via. the Word, Sacraments, and G. Conf. a. 
Fernement. V nderftand, that by this heere Vizet Dial. 24. 
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is meant he power to adminiſter theſe * 3*-=:the 

things, as I have noted before pa. z. Now . C. hey a. 

if Governement thus be Eſſentiall to the . 

Church, it may be alſo called fundamen- ®; 

tall withour queſtion. D. Down. Bel 
Where ſtill i deſire it may bee remem- b.. geg. 4 

bred, that by this our interpretation of ee 

ou of bande: Heir. . 2 to be ſundamen- 
tall, our whole meaning and intent is to 
ſhewe this only, that the Nature of Chri- 


ſes Vifible Church and Governement 18 
vn- 


. 42; 
vachangeable by men : and that after the 
conſtant & perpetuall ordinance of God, 
ſal vation through Chriſt cometh vs 
ordinarily alwayes by meanes of tIMtrue 
Viſible Church & Miniſterie of the word 
n therein. According to that, “ Farth i by 
hearing and hearmy by the preaching of Gods word 
by Maneters orderly ſent (that is) according 
to his rule. Which doQrine all found Di- 


vines do teach in like fort. 
Heerevntol will adde Mai. Cerrwrights 
—— wha maintaineth this ear- 
I . neſtly, that * Matters of Diſeplme and bande of 
A a are matter! neceſſarie 12 ſalvation, 
andof fauth, 
If any doubt whether I think a mi may 


bee ſaved that erreth about the Vitible 

Churches icular forme and Governe- 

© ment. Ianſwere, I thinke ſuch a man may 

be ſaved. In what regard, and how, I have 

— in thoſe Re/ox: for r- 
2. pag- 75. 

9. Laſtly, the e 16. in the Treatiſe 
is excepted againſt. Where indeed I deny 
not, hut the maner of gathering that 4r- 

eis ſcarce as it ſhould be: the Enu- 
meration there vſed might be ſamewhat 
more full. Howbeit that text of Scrip- 
ture r.Cor.15. 24. (which is the ground 
of the ) will very well yeeld the 
Concluſion, ſo that it bee gathered and 
framed in ſuch maner as now heere it is 
downe. Wherefore pray the Reader 

to 
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to conceave it 2 L 
Where Chriſtes whole Oorenmmecell XKiug- 
dame is ſigniſied, there alſo the Outward Ag 
Eccleſiaſtical adminiſtration & governe- c 
ment, or the State of the Viſible Church ce 
is indefinit! & generally fignified, And ce 
ane, it followeth from hence that alſo « 
ere in the ſame text the Outward Ec- 
cleſiaſtical Governement and State of the 
| Viſible Church vnder the Goſpell in ſpe- cc 
ciall is ſigniſied. And withall there is ſig- 4 
p nified that this ſame Ourward Eccleſiaſti- cc 
call Governement and State of the Viſi- te 
ble Church vnder the Goſpell is truly & ce 
in deed Chriſtes Kingdome . And hike- ce 
wiſe, that hee him ſelſe is the only Au- it 
thor, and Framer, yea the only Lord, ce 
King, and Law-giver thereof to the « 
worldes end. For ho can be Author and 
Law-giver of his one kingdom but on- 
ly him ſe!f2? 

In i.Ccr. rs. 24. Chriſtes whole Occone- ce 
l Kmgdeme is ſignitied. 6c 
Thane in 1. Cer. 15. 14. the Outward 
Ecclefiaſticall adminiſtration & governe- «« 
ment, or the State of the Viſible Church «« 
(yea that vnder the Goſpell) is alſo figni- c 
hed. And againefrom 1.Corauth. 15. 24. in << 
ſuch reſpect it followerh neceſſarily, that «<< 
the Outward EcclefiaſticalGovernemeng c 
and State of the Viſible Church vnder the «cc 
Goſpell is truly and in deed Chriftes King- ©5 
dome. And likewiſe, that hee him ſelfe =_ < 


* 
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ec King, and Law-giver thereof to 
end, on | 
The Aſſumption heere is moſt evi. #1 
dently true. Confidering that by Chriftes ene 
Ocronemucall Kmmgdome we meane(and ſo the IH. 
Interpreters do call it and vnderſtand it 154 
to be) all t wer and rule which as 5 
Mediator and Head of his Church he re- | '* 
* Mat. 28. 16. ceaved © of the Father, and adminiſtred . 
n ever ſince (by him ſelfe and his ſervants) fe 
till che wenkles end, but no longer. This 1“ 
ſenſe rhepreſent text (1. Cor. 15. 24.) will Km 
well beare being taken in the largeſt ma- lo 
ner that the Circumſtances do admut- & 
And every text alwayes muſt be taken in 1 
ſuch moſt large ſenſe. 
The Conſequence of the Propofition 
ſtandeth on foure partes. And I ſee not 
how any one of them can poſſibly be de- 
— It any ſhould, it will eaſily be pro- 
ved. 
Thus, though our former Argument 16. 
inthe Treatiſe tor the manner of 2 
ring, bee not (1 grant) altogeather ſo well 
as it thould bee, yet the Text it ſelfk 1. 
Cor. I5. 24. doth till affoorde a good and 
found Argument for our maine purpoſe, 
as is ſaid. And thus in effect heere is no- 
— loſt. And fo much for anſwer to 
theſe 9. Exceptions. 


47. 
te the ord Author, = Pramer, yea the on- 
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Hitherts (my deare and loving friend) 
I have waded labouring to give ſatis fatti- 
en to all good people (according 4s it may 
come to their notice) ſo farre ai my cenſei- 
ence With warrant of the truth will permit, 
Humbly deſiring all loving and vpright 
barted Chriſtian to interpret this ſame, 
togeather With what ſoever f have heere- 
tofere written, as only and meerely the ef- 
ſettes of coſcrence in me, agreeing ( ſo neare 
4: I could diſcerne) to my dutie 1nieyned 
me in Gods word. The grace, mercy, and 
love of God in Ieſus ¶ hriſt be with vs all. 
eAmen, Middlcborough. the 4. of Sep- 
tember. Anno 1611. 
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